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March 20,2006 

BY ELECTRONIC AND U.S. MAIL 

Joan E. Denton, Ph. D., Director 
Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 
1001 I Street 
P.O. Box 2815 
Sacramento, California 958 12-28 15 

Re: Petition for Listing Perfluorooctanoic Acid under Proposition 65 

Dear Dr. Denton: 

I am writing on behalf of our client E. I. du Pont de Nemours and Company ("DuPont" or 
the "Company") regarding a petition submitted to your Office on February 22, 2006 requesting 
that perfluorooctanoic acid and its salts ("PFOA") be proposed for expedited consideration by 
the Carcinogen Identification Committee ("CIC") under California's Safe Drinking Water and 
Toxics Enforcement Act ("Proposition 65") as a chemical that is "known to the state to cause 
cancer." 

DuPont believes that PFOA does not warrant expedited consideration as a potential 
carcinogen under Proposition 65. A more considered approach, consistent with that taken by 
other regulatory agencies that are awaiting forthcoming data, is more appropriate and will be 
more useful in developing a sound regulatory conclusion regarding the potential carcinogenicity 
of PFOA. Of course, DuPont would be pleased to address questions from your Office regarding 
the toxicological properties of the chemical and to provide and discuss scientific data at any time. 

We are convinced that if PFOA ultimately is considered under Proposition 65, it will not 
meet the criteria for listing under the Act. In the meantime, the allegations in the petition 
regarding exposure to PFOA do not merit expedited review. To date, there are no known human 
health effects associated with PFOA. Based on health and toxicological studies conducted by 
DuPont and other researchers, DuPont believes the weight of the evidence indicates that PFOA 
exposure does not pose a health risk to the general public. 

The reference in the petition to the January 20, 2006 draft report of US EPA's Scientific 
Advisory Board ("SAB") does not provide a legitimate basis for expediting consideration. In a 




